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PROCEEDI NGS
9:09 a.m

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: Good nor ni ng,
ever ybody. Pardon the delay. The advantage of
being in your own building is being in your own
bui I ding. The disadvantage is, it is your own
buil ding and there's other things that suddenly
step in the way. Pardon nme for being a few
mnutes | ate.

Good norning, this is a Prehearing
Conference for the CPV Sentinel Project. I am Jim
Boyd, Presiding Comm ssioner for this siting case.
The Associ ate Conmi ssioner is Conm ssioner
Pf annenstiel who is on the East Coast at this
nmonment and is therefore not able to be with us.
But she is ably represented by her advisor, Tim
Tutt on the far right. And to ny left is ny
advi sor, Kelly Birkinshaw

Havi ng i ntroduced the Comrittee | would
like to go through and have all the parties
i ntroduce thenselves. Let ne first nmake sure we
have a representative of the Public Adviser's
Ofice. And | see M. Nick Bartsch in the back of
the room Nick, thank you.

And now applicant, please, if you would
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i ntroduce your representatives.

MR, CARROLL: Good norning. M ke
Carroll with Latham & Watki ns on behal f of CPV
Sentinel, the applicant in this project.

MR, TURNER: Mark Turner, Project
Manager for CPV Senti nel.

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: Thank you.
Staff?

Ms. HOLMES: Caryn Hol nes, Staff
Counsel. And on ny right is John Kessler, the CEC
Proj ect Manager.

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: Thank you. Now
I am not sure what other parties are here so | am
going to go through a list and if fol ks are here
if they would identify thensel ves. Is there a
representati ve of the County of Riverside here
t oday?

How about the cities of Desert Hot
Springs or Pal m Springs?

Sout h Coast Air Quality Managenent
District?

The M ssion Springs Water District?

The Desert Water Agency?

Any state governnments represented here

t oday, state government agencies?
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Any | ocal governnent agencies
represented here today?

Ckay. And the next question was who is
on the phone and I was provided a |ist of
representatives. | don't even know if | am going
to try to -- There is a representative of the
CPUC, California Public Utilities Conmi ssion on
the phone. Wuld you like to identify yourself,
or take the risk of ne m spronounci ng your nane.

Maybe | shoul d have tri ed.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Are we not on

the air?

MS. READ: She di sconnect ed.

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: Ckay. And there
are four other people who are just listed here as

listening. So they are not going to be actually
participating and I am not sure we need to
identify who they are.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: W have that for
our record if need be.

Ckay, with that | amgoing to turn the
hearing over to Hearing Oficer, as | say, turn it
over to Hearing Oficer Celli

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Good nor ni ng.
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The Committee schedul ed this Prehearing Conference
in a Notice filed Septenber 24, 2008. As
explained in the Notice the basic purposes of the
Preheari ng Conference are to assess the parties’
readi ness for hearings, to clarify areas of
agreenent or dispute, to identify w tnesses and
exhibits, to deterni ne upon which areas parties
desire to cross exam ne w tnesses, and to discuss
associ ated procedural natters.

To achi eve these purposes we require in
the Notice that any party desiring to exani ne
W tnesses at future evidentiary hearings file a
Preheari ng Conference Statenent by October 16,
2008, which is this norning. Tinely Prehearing
Conf erence Statenents -- That was | ast week,
rather. Today is the 21st.

(Laught er)

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Atinely
Preheari ng Conference Statenent was filed by the
applicant and by staff. There is no Intervenor in
this case. W have not received any other
st at enent s.

As far as the procedures today. Wat we
are going to do is we will discuss matters

contained in the Prehearing Conference Statenents.

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345

4



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

(Wher eupon the Sound Techni ci an

stepped to the dais and turned on

the Hearing O ficer's m crophone.)

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Have you been
able to hear ne all this tinme, folks? GCkay. |
have never been accused of being quiet.

We are going to first discuss the
Preheari ng Conference Statenents and their
contents. After that we are going to discuss the
various options for proceeding with the case with
regard to air quality. And then we are going to
provi de an opportunity for public conmment. So
that is the agenda for the day.

As to the Prehearing Conference
Statenments. The applicant states that all topic
areas are conplete and ready to proceed to
evidentiary hearings, including Air Quality.
Correct?

MR, CARRCLL: That is correct.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: And staff says
that all topics are conplete and ready to proceed
to evidentiary hearings with the exception of Air
Quality. Do |I have that right?

M5, HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: So both parties
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agree that excluding Air Quality there is no
di spute on any topic areas except Soil and Water
Resources and Bi ol ogi cal Resources. Do | have
that right, applicant?

MR, CARRCLL: That's correct.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: And staff?

M5. HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay. So first,
I received both parties' Exhibits List. W put
our own Exhibit List together and sent it out to
the parties by way of e-mail. And | just wanted
to know if there are any changes to the Exhibits
Li st?

MR, CARRCLL: Applicant has a few
changes to the Exhibit List.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Pl ease.

MR. CARROLL: There are two new
exhi bits, which we have identified as Exhibits 95
and 96. Those had been intentionally onmtted so
we used those pl acehol ders for these two new
exhibits. Exhibit 95 would be the nenorandum from
URS regardi ng analysis of the pre-charge tine.
This was a docunent that was filed and docket ed
| ast week.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Is there a date
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on that docunent?

MR, CARRCLL: Yes, it is Cctober 16,
2008.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : And do we have
an aut hor's nane?

MR CARROLL: URS.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

MR CARROLL: Exhibit 96 is a response
to Data Request 24. W had some di scussion
yest erday about whether the LA A had been docket ed
and we were able to clarify that it had been
docketed in response to Data Request 24. So we
now i dentified that as Applicant's Exhibit 96.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

MR, CARRCLL: What had been marked as
Exhi bit 116, the Declaration of D. Ross i s now
om tted.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: So that is just
going to be w thdrawn altogether?

MR CARROLL: Correct. And the sane
wi t h what had been marked as Exhi bit 130, the
Decl aration of J. Zhang is also onitted. And
those are the only changes that applicant has.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Staff, any

changes to the Exhibits List?
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M5. HOLMES: I don't knowif this is the
appropriate tine to discuss this or not but we
anticipate filing additional testinony in response
to the Applicant's Prehearing Conference
Statenent. But | think perhaps identifying, we
could identify that exhibit now or we coul d
identify it at the time that we tal k about how
that is going to occur procedurally.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay. el |
let's hold off on that right now, | just wanted to
l ook at the list. Actually, right now would be a
good tine to tal k about that. Wy don't you just
give ne the exhi bit nunbers.

M5. HOLMES: It is really at the
Conmmittee's discretion. Typically when we have
done this in the past we sinply file Exhibit 201
which is additional testinony. It is largely in
the nature of Errata in this case because there
was information that was filed after we had
conpleted the FSA. W woul d al so have
suppl enental testinony as well. M preference
would be to sinply list it as one exhibit but to
have separate parts of that exhibit addressing the
different technical areas, unless the Conmittee

w shes differently.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Well, does the
appli cant have a preference one way or the other?

MR. CARROLL: | think that proposal
makes sense.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

Committee, do you have any commrent or question on
t hat ?

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: No.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Okay, so that
will be Exhibit 201, Additional Testi nony.

Ms. HOLMES: Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Anyt hing el se,
staff?

MS. HOLMES: No.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Are there any
changes to the witness |ist?

M5. HOLMES: None from staff.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

MR. CARROLL: None from applicant.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Now | am goi ng
to turn to Applicant's Prehearing Conference
Statenent, page five. |If that is acceptable to
the parties what | would like to do, there are 25
i ssues that are raised in the Prehearing

Conf erence Statement starting on page five that |
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would I'i ke to go through one by one and j ust
det ermi ne whet her staff agrees, staff disagrees.
Really this is for staff whether we have reached
resolution on any of these matters. So the first
has to do with the Executive Summary.

MR, CARROLL: Perhaps it would be
hel pful, | can provide a very brief shorthand on
what some of these |onger comments are. This one
was nerely a request for an acknow edgenent that
the transmi ssion |ine had been rel ocated and
shortened. And there were certain places within
the FSA where that was clear and certai n other
pl aces where it wasn't. And so we just wanted to
make sure that the record was clear that the
transm ssion line had been nodified from what was
presented in the AFC

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : And is that
acceptable to staff?

M5. HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : And Item two?

Ms5. HOLMES: That is also acceptable to
staff.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Pr oj ect
description, Item 3.

MS. HOLMES: Staff believes that its

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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anal ysis correctly reflects the fact that the
project is within the jurisdictional boundaries of
Sout h Coast but is physically located within the
Salton Sea Air Basin. W believe that that
di stinction has been nade accurately in the FSA

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: And does that
conport with your view of things?

MR, CARRCLL: W believe that that
di stinction has been nade accurately.
Unfortunately we think that the FSA then goes on
to suggest, if not explicitly indicate, that the
Salton Sea Air Basin is non-attai nnment for PM.5,
but it is actually attai nnent for PM.5.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Do you have a
cite for thenf

MR, CARROLL: Yes, it is a table. There
is Alr Quality Table 3 on page 4.1-7 which
i ndi cates PM2. 5 non-attai nnent under the federal
and state classifications. The cite that we would
provide is actually the one provided by staff, the
CARB 2006A we think is the appropriate cite. But
we believe if you go to that source and | ook, what
you will find is while it is true that the South
Coast Air Basin, which is also part of the South

Coast AQWD, is non-attainnent for PM2.5, the
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Salton Sea Air Basin, which is the other part of

t he South Coast AQVD, is attainment for PM2.5.

M5. HOLMES: | think there may actually
be a dispute about that. Al | amdoing at this
point is reading froman e-nail, which obviously

isn't evidence, fromthe Air Quality staff, which
i ndi cates that the Riverside County portion of the
Salton Sea Air Basin is unclassified and that
staff believes it is appropriate to use Salton Sea
Air Basin for discussing the clinmte and
met eor ol ogy of the project site because the
setting is donminated by the Salton Sea Air Basin,
even though it is jurisdictionally located within
the South Coast Air Quality Managenent District.
That is as nuch el aboration as | can, as
I can provide at this point. |If you wish us to
have an Air Quality -- | don't believe it changes
t he concl usions on any of these issues. And staff
has reconmended that Air Quality in its entirety
be postponed to a date subsequent to the applicant
obtai ning sufficient offsets. Nonetheless, if the
Conmittee wishes to address this issue at the
hearings in Novenber we would be happy to have an
Air Quality witness avail abl e.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I will tell you

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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what. What | would like to do is hold Air Quality
i n abeyance because | wanted to turn to the issue
of Air Quality in terns of how are we going to
deal with it, either as an entire subject area or
bifurcate it. And we will do that after we finish
goi ng through all these topic areas.

| did want to raise, the Committee had
some concerns with regard to Condition 1. And
raised this to the parties in the tel ephone
conference call we had a coupl e of weeks back.
Having to do with the AQCMM which is nentioned in,
I think it is AQGSC-1. That is the first nention
of it. There is no nention in the analysis and
there is no discussion of what the qualifications
woul d be.

And then | think -- In fact 1'Il | ook at
nmy notes so | amnot guessing. | can tell you
exactly where it occurs. Yes, AQSC-1 nentions the
AQCMM for the first tine. And then you have
AQSC-5 which sort of |ays out sone of the
qualifications of an AQGCMM Tier Il California
em ssi ons standards for off-road conpression
em ssion engines, the availability of such
engi nes, the availability of filters for non-Tier

I or Tier Il engines. And the CPMreally isn't

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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giving any guidelines as to the who needs to fill
t hat position.

MS5. HOLMES: That is an issue we are
prepared to address in the additional testinony,
Exhi bit 201.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Ckay, very good.
Does applicant have any question on that?

MR, CARRCLL: No we don't.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Okay. So we are
going to nove on to Bio testinony. Item 4,
appl i cant requests nodification of condition of
certification Bl O 11, nunbered paragraph four as
i ndicated in Appendix C of the applicant's
Preheari ng Conference Statenent.

MR, CARROLL: If you turn to the
attachnent to the Preheari ng Conference Statenent
whi ch contains the redline of the conditions, we
had some proposed changes to Bl O 11, nunbered
par agr aph four.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Yes. Are those
changes acceptable to staff or you di sagree or
what ?

M5. HOLMES: Those changes are
accept abl e.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Very good. And

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345
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Iltem 5. Applicant, maybe you want to address this
briefly, give sone background.

MR. CARROLL: Yes. This sort of goes to
t he fundanental issue that we have continued to
engage with staff on, which is the potential for
t he project punping to have an inpact in the
Wllow Hill Conservation Area, the area of the
mesqui t e humrocks.

| believe that we shoul d probably defer
further discussion of this until staff has had an
opportunity to provide their suppl enental
testinony in response to what was provided | ast
week. Based on sone conversations we have had,
our hope would be that many of these issues wll
be resol ved once we have had an opportunity to
revi ew that and engage in sone further discussion
with the staff.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I's that
acceptable to staff?

M5. HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay. And is
that the sanme situation with Item®6, M. Carroll?

MR CARROLL: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay. On

hazardous materials, page 4.4-8.
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MR, CARRCLL: Both Items 7 and 8 under
hazardous naterials were really in the vein of
what we viewed as corrections to the FSA.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Staff?

Ms. HOLMES: Staff agrees.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Seven and ei ght.
Now Land Use.

MR, CARROLL: Again, this was just a
correction. There was a reference to a previously
exi sting condition fromthe PSA that had been
del et ed.

M5. HOLMES: Staff agrees.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: | wanted to
bring to the parties' attention that the Conmttee
had some questions with regard to LAND-1, Land
Use-1 condition. There are a couple of things
with land. First, in our conference call we
tal ked about the fact that the City of Riverside
did cone forward and provide information with
regard to how they would deal with their
condi tional use pernmits with height of the towers.

But we still had not yet heard back from
Pal m Springs, the Gty of Palm Springs with regard
to their conditional use permts. And the natter

was not resolved in the FSA. But we nay have sone
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concern with regard to local LORS, having not
heard back from Pal m Springs. There appears to be
the need for a permt. And if there is a call for
a variance or anything like that, we don't have
any evidence in the record that shows the
Committee that whatever those conditions woul d be,
t hat they have been satisfied or not. And this
is, just so | can give you a reference, 4.5-22
t hrough 4.5-23 of the FSA. There's a table.

MR, CARRCLL: Applicant was not aware
that there were any open questions regarding
conpliance with the City of Pal m Springs' LORS or
that we were waiting for feedback fromthe City of
Pal m Spri ngs. | apologize if that is sonething
that we shoul d have been paying attention to that
we weren't.

The City of Pal m Springs has appeared at
a couple of the public hearings in support of the
project. To ny know edge we haven't received any
adverse comments fromthem And as | said, | was
na aware that we were affirmatively seeking
f eedback from them

M5. HOLMES: The staff position is that
al t hough we did not receive input that we had

request ed we nonet hel ess conpl eted an anal ysis and
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

18

concl uded that the project would conply. \Which |
believe is all that the statute requires.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: The reason this
is raised is that in the analysis it nentions that
there is a, | believe there is a part of the
construction | ay-down area that woul d have
required a pernit, a conditional use pernit. And
I don't recall there being any facts or anything
in the discussion that says anythi ng about the
presence of conditions, shall we say, that were
satisfied with the project that woul d have
obvi ated the need for a conditional use permt.

MS. HOLMES: | believe that the staff
anal ysis is contained in the discussion of
consistency within that table. And the staff
conclusion is that due to the tenporary nature of
the activities, and the fact that there would be
no permanent | and use changes, that a conditional
use permt would likely issue but for the Energy
Conmmission's jurisdiction. |Is what you are
| ooking for, a statenent fromstaff that, and
there woul dn't be any conditions with that?

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ri ght. \What |
am |l ooking for is a statenent that basically says

that this is what Pal m Springs would be | ooking

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTI NG CORPORATI ON (916) 362-2345



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

19

for and this is why this is unnecessary, because
t hese facts exist.

M5. HOLMES: W can provi de sone
suppl enental testinony.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: And then the
ot her question had to do with Land Use-1, the only
condition in Land Use having to do with the merger
of the parcels and the need for setbacks. And
this was raised in the FSA. | then read --
can't recall if there were sone subsequent letters
that were docketed having to do with the nerger of
the parcels and a tie-in agreenent that would run
with the | and.

But the concern that | had was that it
did not address the need for setbacks and what
woul d the effect of the tie-in agreement be with
regard to the setback requirenents for each of the
three parcels, assum ng you want to build across
the lines of the parcels. It is not concluded in
the FSA that we received. | don't have any
testinony that deals with whether that is even
perm ssible. |In the FSA they actually tal k about
recei ving a phone call fromthe County of
Ri verside and saying to the effect that well, this

is a new one on them and they are not quite sure
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how they were going to deal with it.

MR, CARROLL: Let ne provide a little
bit of background. This is to address the desire
on the part of the staff that the parcels be
merged into a single parcel prior to the
commencenent of construction. On this particul ar
site we have a |l ease with three separate parcels,
whi ch are all obviously adjacent, but they all
have different ownership structures underlying
t hem

In the application we had proposed t hat
we would sinply nmerge the parcels. As we got into
the process of the merger it because apparent that
that was going to be extrenely conplicated given
t he underlyi ng ownership structure and sone quite
serious tax inplications that would result if they
were to be transferred as part of bei ng nerged
into a single parcel.

So at that point we said, the intention
here or the objective here is to nake sure that
all these parcels get held together. O course
they are already held together under the |ease
that we have with each of the owners of those
three parcels so to sone extent they are already

tied together by virtue of the | ease.
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But we proposed to the staff and the
County that rather than doing a nerger, which has
i mplications for ownership and therefore
inmplications for tax issues, that we would sinply
do a lot-tie and record that to nake sure that al
the parcels were held together. In ny viewthat
is a pretty standard approach to this.

As you indicated, the County's reaction
was that they were not that fanmliar with that.
So it is clear that we have sone additiona
di scussion that needs to take place with the
County in order to satisfy themthat that approach
will work. O if it won't, to cone up with sone
al ternative approach that does work for them
think the condition is intended to essentially
say, you need to go work this out with the County
and it is a condition of you comrenci ng
construction on the project. So that was our
i ntention.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Staff, did you
want to weigh in on that?

M5. HOLMES: | would just |like to concur
with M. Carroll's assessnent of the staff
position. Qur positionis that if the County is

happy, staff is happy.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : But we don't
know i f the County is happy.

M5. HOLMES: No, but they can't start
construction until the County is happy.

MR, CARRCLL: Right.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Can you give ne
sone sense of when we m ght get some resol ution on
t he whol e questi on?

MR, CARROLL: W are actively engaged
now i n discussions with them M sense is that it
is probably a natter of weeks as opposed to days
bef ore we woul d have resolution of it. | would
hope that it is not nonths.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Ckay, thank you.
Now should we -- As to Soil and Water. | know
that that's the, really and Bio are the only two
real issues in this case. Should we tackle these
i ssues right now or do we want to put them on hold
and go through the rest of the list. W mght as
well, let's just do it right now |Item 10, staff.

M5. HOLMES: To sunmarize on the Water
and the Biology issues. The applicant subnitted
additional analysis. | can't renmenber the exhibit
nunber now that was identified. Exhibit 95.

Staff had a chance to review that analysis. That
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anal ysis contai ned three different nodeling
scenarios. Staff agrees that one of those
model i ng scenarios is appropriate to use for
evaluating the period of time required for pre-
charge of water that is injected into the
groundwat er basi n.

In addition, related to this issue staff
has recal cul ated the period of tine that is
required for the water to reach the water table
once it is recharged. And as a result, although
we agree that the 15 nponths is a reasonabl e period
of tine pursuant to the nodeling results, we
believe it is also appropriate to add an
addi ti onal nmonth to account for the difference in
time required for water to reach the groundwater
tabl e.

In other words, previously we had said
that we believed it was four nonths, which is
included in the 15 nonths. Now we believe the
appropriate tine, based on information from Desert
Water Agency, is five nonths. That results in a
total pre-charge requirenmnent of 16 nonths. I hope
that was not too confusing.

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: It just adds to

the confusion. No, | understand what you are
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saying. This was one of the nobst conplicated
letters | have read in a long tine.

M5. HOLMES: Let ne try agai n because |
do think it is inmportant. The npdel shows
reviewers how long it takes for the water to nobve
t hrough the ground. And so what we got with the
model i ng result was, once that water hits the
wat er table, how |l ong does it take to reach the
mesqui te hunmocks. And we are in agreenent with
the applicant that the appropriate nunber can be
based on their supplenental analysis, 15 nonths.

However, there is -- Another part of
that equation is that once you put the water in
the ground it takes a period of tinme for it to
reach the water table. And we believe that that
nunber shoul d be, based on information fromthe
Desert Water Agency, should be five nonths rather
than four nonths. So that gives us a total of 16
nmont hs rather than 15 nonths.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : So of the 16
nmont hs, five nmonths for the water to --

MS. HOLMES: Correct.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : -- get down to
the water table. Applicant, do you have a

response?
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MR, CARROLL: Again, subject to seeing
the staff's supplenental testinony, we think that
t hat nakes sense. What we had been proposi ng was
a 15 nonth period. W thought that that's what
t he nodeli ng supported. W understand that staff
has taken a second | ook at the period of tine that
it takes for the water to hit the water table and
has bunped that up by a nonth and that has noved
it from15 to 16.

We are getting very close, obviously, to
what applicant had proposed. So as | said
earlier, | am hoping that once we have had an
opportunity to see staff's supplenental testinony
that these issues will have been resol ved.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Very good.

Ms. HOLMES: Having said that, however.
Staff still has grave concerns about sone of the
proposed changes to the conditions of
certification that the applicant filed. |In other
words, although | think we are in agreenent about
the period of tinme that is required, or it seens
to ne that we are very close to agreenent about
the period of time that is required. The
conditions that would i npl enent that concl usion,

there will be dispute about.
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HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I's there any
chance that you can resolve this informally?

MR, CARROLL: What | would request is
that if the applicant's supplenental testinony can
not only address the nonth i ssue but also the
conditions that are of concern to staff, then we
woul d be able to evaluate that and respond. There
may be -- Sone of the proposed changes to the
conditions that we continue to think are
i mportant.

However, if the substance of the
condition is nore in line with what we believe it
shoul d be then we nmay have sone additiona
flexibility in terns of the inplications of the
failure to comply with the conditions. So | would
suspect that sone of the changes that we
requested, the conditions will no | onger be
necessary now t hat we have agreed on the
substanti ve anal ysi s. But | can't say wthout
under st andi ng exactly where the staff has probl ens
that all of our proposed changes woul d drop away.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I's that
reasonable, staff? Is it a reasonabl e request
that you address the conditions in your subsequent

testi nony?
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M5. HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: O suppl enenta
testi nony, rather.

M5. HOLMES: Yes, we can do that.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Thank you. So
t hat woul d probably be the case for Itens 11, 12
and 13, M. Carroll, you think?

MR CARROLL: Wth respect to 13, |
think we may still have a difference of opinion
with staff. This does not go to any of the final
conclusions with respect to the analysis but it is
one of the interimsteps of getting to the final
concl usi on.

And so | think, unless -- | have not
heard anyt hing about the staff altering its
position on the environmental |y desirable or
economi cal ly sound nature of the alternatives.
And so | suspect that we are going to continue to
submt testinony on that, which will be contrary
to what is presented in the staff assessnent.

Al t hough as | said, again, we are in
conpl ete agreenent with the staff that what the
appl i cant has proposed is the superior
alternative. W just think that there is some

addi tional information, which when taken into
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consi deration, makes it clear that it is even nore

superior than the staff assessment indicates it to

be.

And so | believe that we will submt --
you will see in our exhibits declarations on this
i ssue. W had planned to present live testinony

on this issue, prinmary to provide an opportunity
to the Commi ssioners to ask any questions if they
had them | think, again, we probably want to
take a | ook at the suppl enental staff assessnent
and assess whether or not it is necessary to
present any |live w tnesses.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Did you have
anything to add, staff?

M5. HOLMES: It is difficult for us to
know not havi ng seen what they fil ed, whether we
woul d be responding to it in supplenenta
testinony. So there may or nmay not be additional
testinony fromstaff on this point. It wll
depend upon what the applicant files.

MR, CARRCLL: And not that this would
allow the staff to nmake a decision but what | can
say that it is largely a restructuring of
previously provided information. There is no new

substantive information but it is repackaged in a
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way that we think is a little nore digestible,
pul | ed together in one place.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: This Traffic and
Transportation item M. Carroll, did you want to
kind of flesh that one out for us, please.

MR, CARROLL: Yes. This is sonewhat
simlar to the Land Use issue in the sense that it
is an issue that the County is involved in. And
it has to do with the access road to the site.

And we are proposing that the condition be
nmodified to provide a little bit nore flexibility
to the applicant in order to nmake sure that we
accommodate not only the staff's desires but the
County staff's desires as well.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Does staff have
a position?

Ms5. HOLMES: Staff supports what the
appl i cant has suggested. W may have | anguage
that is slightly different than what they have
proposed. Nonetheless, | believe that there will
not be any issue that needs to be litigated with
respect to traffic and transportati on.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: So we are going
to resolve that in your suppl enental testinony,

okay. Wbhrker Safety and Fire Protection. Does
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M5. HOLMES: Staff agrees.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI :

And TSE, |tem

16. Have you had a chance to | ook at those

changes?

MR. CARROLL: Yes. Wth respect to

Transni ssi on System Engi neeri ng and Transm ssi on.

Well, | guess all these comments

We had a nunber of comments that

relate to TSE

I think, and I

will be the first to confess I am not an expert in

the area of transnission. But |
that | would characterize these
changes brought about by alterati

the Cal -1SO operates relative to

guess t he way
s that they are
ons in the way

when t he

application was subnitted, when the staff

assessnents were prepared and as

we sit here

today. So | think these are largely

clarifications and updates of the staff assessnment

to reflect the process and the ternm nology that is

currently inplenented by Cal -1SQO
HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI :
with each of these changes under

Syst ens Engi neeri ng?

Does staff agree

Transni ssi on

Ms. HOLMES: W are, we are in agreenent

that there needs to be additional
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Again, we will be responding in the suppl enenta
testinony. | don't think there will be a najor
di sput e about the | anguage of the changes,
however, in the text.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Ckay. So that's
Iltenrs 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24 and 25.
Is that right? |In other words, you will be
addressing all of those natters in suppl enental
testi nony?

M5. HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : And you t hink
that they will be resol ved therein?

MS. HOLMES: Yes.

MR, CARRCLL: One additional issue with
respect to transm ssion. In applicant's conments
on the Prelinmnary Staff Assessnent we had
proposed a series of changes to the conditions of
certification to reflect that Southern California
Edi son will be 100 percent responsible for the
very short transm ssion |line associated with this
project, including designing it, constructing it,
operating it, maintaining it.

That wasn't exactly the case at the tinme
that the application was filed. As a result the

conditions of certification and transm ssi on
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i mposed certain obligations and burdens on the
applicant that we think should be nore
appropriately placed on SCE

We expect based on what SCE and PG&E
have insisted upon in other cases that they wll
want those conditions nodified so that it is clear
what their obligations are. There is sone recent
precedent in the Russell City case and in the
I nl and Enpire Energy case where the conditions
were nodified sinmilar to the way in which we
requested the conditions be nodified in the PSA

We didn't repeat all of those requests
here because we were trying to narrow the scope of
the issues. But we would like staff to reconsider
whet her or not those changes are appropriate at
this tinme or whether those are changes that shoul d
be taken up at a later tine. W think that,
again, SCE is going to insist that they be taken
up at some point and we would like to do that pre-
certification as opposed to post-certification.

So what | would offer is to resubmt to
staff the proposed changes to the TSE conditions
that we had provided on the PSA and ask themto
reconsi der those proposed nodifications.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: So any response
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pl ease, staff?

M5. HOLMES: Staff is prepared to do
t hat .

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : So what we are
going to get then is supplenental testinony from
staff that addresses these issues and resol ves --

M5. HOLMES: We plan to address each of
the issues that the applicant has raised, both in
terms of comrents on the text of the FSA as well
as proposed changes to the conditions of
certification. In addition ny notes indicate that
the Committee would |i ke additional testinony on
Air Quality SC-1 and SC-5 as well as additiona
testinony on the issue of the types of conditions
that Pal m Springs would inmpose were it issuing a
condi tional use pernit.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Correct. And
there is nore. Actually there's two nore. This
isn't new news, we tal ked about this on the phone
in our tel ephone conversation. There was the
Transni ssion Line Safety Nnd nui sance nentions in
there, TLSN-3. You need a qualified individual to
measure the EMFs, wi thout giving what the
qual i fications are, whatever those may be.

And in Visual at page 4.12-12, paragraph
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two. It leaves you with a question whether SR-62
is a scenic corridor or not. And then it states
in the testinony that if it is a scenic corridor
then there is a significant inpact, but if it is
not there is not. But it doesn't resolve the
questi on.

MS. HOLMES: Ckay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : And we woul d
like to see that resolved, please, in the staff
testinmony. And other than that | think we have
covered all of applicant's concerns, have we not?

MR, CARROLL: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Ckay, very good.
Thank you for wal ki ng through that.

Any questions fromthe Commttee?

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: No questi ons.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Now let's talk
about the tinming. Staff nmentions that each topic
will require 15 m nutes of direct testinpbny, which
is going to be around four hours-plus.

M5. HOLMES: | only neant the two that
wer e cont est ed.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Thank you.
Thirty mnutes, okay. WlIIl that changes ny whol e

vi ew of this case.
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Appl i cant suggested for Bio it is going
to take one hour of direct and one hour of cross
exani nation of David Kisner. Since we have no
i ntervenor you are expecting that the staff is
going to want an hour to cross. |Is that how you
cal cul ated this?

MR, CARRCLL: No, what | had neant here
was that it would take an hour for our own w tness
under direct and that we were reserving an hour to
cross exam ne the staff's wtness.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: | got you, okay.
Well then that makes up for the tine | gained
bef or e.

MR, CARRCLL: But let nme say again,
think that both with respect to Bio and Soil and
Water, once we have had an opportunity to revi ew
the staff's suppl enmental testinony the need for
any live testinony, direct or cross, may be
el i m nat ed.

Coming into this we really had two,

t hi nk, fundanmental disagreenents with staff. One
was over the appropriate pre-charge period, and
the other, as | said, which is sort of a secondary
concl usi on because we agree with themon the

ultimate conclusion, is whether the alternatives
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to the water supply plan were environmental ly
superior or econonmically superior to what the
appl i cant had proposed.

And so those were the two areas that we
were planning to provide live testinony on. I
t hi nk based on what we have heard today, that
first area appears to have been very close to
being resolved if not conpletely resol ved, which
woul d elim nate the need for live testinobny on
t hat .

In light of that, I think we would think
| ong and hard whether we felt conpelled to provide
live testinony on the alternatives. Because as |
said, the scenario where we are in conplete
di sagreenent with the staff, we just think the
record could be bol stered. W have done that in
our witten exhibits and perhaps that is
sufficient.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay. So,
staff, do you agree with that assessnent?

M5. HOLMES: If he doesn't want to
present his witnesses that's fine with ne.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Well, what | was
| ooki ng at was sonet hi ng between an 8 and a 12

hour day based on the estinates that | received.
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MS5. HOLMES: | think that if -- | have
to agree with M. Carroll. |If there are any
remai ning disputes it will be over the conditions

on Soil and Water Resources. And it is very
difficult for ne to i magi ne that any testinony on
that topic would take nore than a couple of hours
at the very nost.

MR, CARRCLL: | think that's correct.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Very good. Next
as to the proposed schedule. Staff proposes that
opening briefs be filed five days after the
transcri pts beconme avail able and that reply briefs
be filed five busi ness days after opening briefs
are filed. And that briefs on air quality shoul d
be filed after hearings on that topic.

Then the applicant proposes one day of
evidentiary hearing but keep the record open until
the AQ resol ves, which would necessitate in either
case, a second hearing. No, applicant recomended
schedul i ng one round of briefs two weeks after the
transcript is available, but | was reading that as
bei ng two weeks after the second hearing, which |
t hought m ght not be the nost efficient way to
handl e this case.

We are going to have to -- Let's get to
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the air quality question right now The question
is whether we have to bifurcate the issue of air
qual ity because the Final Determ nation of
Conpliance subnmitted by South Coast Air Quality
Managenent District does not identify the ERCs to
be applied to the project.

Staff recomrends that the air quality
topic inits entirety be addressed at a subsequent
heari ng once sufficient emnission reduction credits
are identified. Applicant recomends proceedi ng
on air quality and deal with the ERC questi on
separately in the first hearing.

I would like to hear each party's
position on these options. | would |like to know
what the status of the ERCs are and any expected
date, if you have one, that they could be
identified. Wether the separation of the air
quality issue affects any other topic areas and
what your rationale would be for proceedi ng one
way or the other. So, applicant, please.

MR, CARRCLL: Not necessarily in the
order that you asked but | don't believe that
resolution of the air quality issues affects any
of the other sections. So | think that we can

easily bifurcate all or part of the air quality
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section and still proceed with the rest of the
heari ng.

Wth respect to whether we proceed with
air quality now save the eni ssion offset piece,
which is applicant's proposal. Qur position with
respect to that is that but for the enission
of fset piece the air quality analysis is
absol utely conpl ete.

We have one question about what the
attai nnent designation is for the regi on where the
project is, but frankly I think that is something
that Ms. Holmes and | can very quickly resolve
bet ween the two of us. It is a question of fact.
It is either designated attai nnent or non-
attai nnent . I think we can get that resol ved.

And but for that one clarification the staff
assessnent is conpl ete.

We don't intend to exani ne any
W t nesses, cross-exam ne any w tnesses or present
any witnesses of our own. So it seens that in the
interest of staff resources and Conmittee
resources we are ready to go on Air Quality now
save for the offset piece and therefore we should
go. If we set the entire Air Quality section

asi de sone new devel opnent could ari se between now
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and the tine we revisit the offset piece.

Staff's recollection, applicant's
recol l ection of the analysis becones stale. W
need to ranp up and get ready for hearings again.
So | think if the desire is to deal with this once
and be done with it nowis the tinme to do it. The
staff and the applicant are prepared to nove
forward. The FSA was just publi shed. It is fresh
in the staff's mind. W should proceed and get it
done.

The offset piece is a very discrete
pi ece of the air quality analysis. It is not as
though it is an issue that sort of pervades the
entire analysis and would require us to go back
and revisit anything. It is a very discrete piece
that can very easily be evaluated and slotted into
the record at a later tine.

So we think in the interest of
conservi ng everybody's tine and resources and
closing out as nmny i ssues as we can on this
project that we should proceed with Air Quality.
And when we have the offset piece we will file a
suppl enent and we will have a conpl ete record.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Staff?

MS. HOLMES: Staff agrees that the
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resolution of the air quality issue is not related
to any other topics in the FSA. Nonet hel ess,

staff believes it is a nore appropriate use of
staff resources to deal with Air Quality at a
single hearing. The enission offset package is an
integral part of the Air Quality section of the
FSA. Staff does not feel confortable going

forward tal ki ng about different parts of the FSA

at different hearings.

In addition, it would require staff to
prepare -- the Air Quality staff to prepare for
two separate hearings. W think it is a nuch nore
efficient use of staff resources to prepare for
one hearing and deal with all of the Air Quality
i ssues at one tine.

MR, CARROLL: If I could just respond to
t hat .

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Pl ease.

MR. CARROLL: There is no preparation
necessary. The staff has subnitted its
assessnent, we have no desire to cross-exam ne
themon it, they are done.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I wonder if
there is an issue having to do with, you know, the

ability of the public to comment. The whol e idea
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of a noticed hearing and a conpl ete hearing.

MR, CARROLL: Well we would, | presune,
have a Notice of Hearing at the point that the
eni ssi on of fset package became avail able. And
everyone would certainly have an opportunity to
comment on the enission offset package at that
time.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : So one way or
the other we are going to have to have two
hearings on Air Quality, either all of it or sone
of it.

MR, CARROLL: Well, yes. Although, you
know, the first hearing on Air Quality will be
very short and sweet since they have subnitted a
decl aration and we have no desire to cross-exan ne
their witnesses on it. So the first hearing on
Air Quality should take all of about 15 seconds.
And then we woul d have a subsequent hearing on the
em ssi on offset issue.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay. St af f
response?

MS. HOLMES: | think that your point
about public participation is a good one. And
al t hough the witnesses nmay not need to say much we

do like to have our w tnesses prepared to respond
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to public coment or any questions fromthe

Conmmi ttee about any part of the Air Quality
analysis. And again, as | stated before, we think
it is the nost efficient use of staff resources to
have the Air Quality staff present their testinony
as a single piece at a single hearing.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Any questi ons
fromthe Conmttee?

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: I have a
question of the applicant. Do you have any
estimate of tine as to when the em ssion offset
i ssue for this case might be resol ved?

MR CARROLL: W have a nunber of
options that we are pursuing for replacing the
em ssion offsets that we had i ntended to obtain
fromthe priority reserve. They range from
| egi slative fixes to conpletely different credit
generation proposals. | would say that the range
of time is anywhere from one nonth to seven nont hs
dependi ng on which of those options conmes to
fruition.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: GCkay. Any
further questions? Very good. That pretty nuch
takes care of all of the issues that the Committee

had with regard to how we are going to proceed. |
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just wanted to know if there was anything from
either of the parties that you wanted to add.
Pl ease, Ms. Hol nes.

M5. HOLMES: | have several issues.
First of all with respect to Soil and Water
Resources. There are a lot of references in the
Final Staff Assessnment. M/ reconmendation to the
Conmittee is that if a Soil and Water Resources
issue is a litigated issue that it would be
appropriate to provide a index of the subset of
documents that are inportant to resol ving the
i ssue of how rmuch tinme is required for pre-charge,
el enments having to do with the applicant's water
supply plan, and have those separately marked as
exhi bi ts.

That is sonething we will be prepared to
do. We could present that index in our
suppl enental testinony. It may or may not be
necessary but | wanted to raise that point to the
Committee now. That if Water is an adjudicated
issue | believe it would be appropriate to
separately identify the critical docunents that
underl ay the staff testinony.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : But the staff

woul d be providing that index to the Committee and
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providing --

M5. HOLMES: | am suggesting that we
provide an i ndex with our suppl enental testinony.
And we woul d be prepared to introduce those as
exhibits at the hearing if Water renmmins a
contested topic.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Staff? |I'm
sorry, applicant?

MR, CARROLL: Applicant has no objection
to that approach

M5. HOLMES: Another issue has to do
with when the parties will be notified as to
whet her or not they need to present live
Wi tnesses. W are planning to subnit suppl enent al
testinony a week fromtoday. OCbviously there wll
need to be a period of tine for the Conmittee to
respond to that and for the Applicant to respond
to that. | would like to get sone sense of the
tinme frame that our witnesses will have for
noti fication.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Well, let's work
backwards from Novenber 3. Today is the 21st.
When were you pl anning on subnitting the
suppl enental testinony?

MS. HOLMES: I think we can, | think we
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HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : The 27t h?

M5. HOLMES: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : So if the 27th
is staff's supplenental testinony, how nuch tine
does applicant need to respond, being m ndful of
the fact that the foll owi ng Tuesday is our

Evi denti ary Heari ng date.

46

MR, CARRCLL: Applicant would respond at

the latest by the 29th, the close of business on
the 29th. Two days.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

ADVI SOR TUTT: Hearing Oficer Celli, |
believe it is the follow ng Mnday.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : You are right,
I"'msorry, the 3rd is a Monday.

MR. CARROLL: That's right.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : So the 29th
woul d work for responses?

MR, CARRCLL: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : And we have
applicant testinony here today? Applicant's
exhi bits?

MR, CARROLL: Yes, |I'msorry. The

applicant's exhibits are in boxes along the wall
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over here.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Excel |l ent .

Ckay. So what will happen is we will issue a
Hearing Order with these dates. Ms. Hol nmes.

MS5. HOLMES: | wasn't finished with ny
list yet.

(Laught er)

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Pl ease go on

M5. HOLMES: | would like to nodify the
staff request with respect to briefing and
actually add a week to -- either add a week to the
applicant's proposed briefing schedule or pick a
tinme certain in the beginning of Decenber.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I was thinking
ten days, actually. I"msorry, you know, we
ski pped that because we wanted to tal k about Air
Quality. Staff wants two weeks.

M5. HOLMES: For a purely selfish reason
I will not be witing during the weeks of the 10th
and the 17th.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: There is no rush
because we have an outstanding Air Quality issue.
But what these briefs do is it enables the
Committee to start working on the PMPD. So with

the benefit of the briefs -- |Is ten days
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accept abl e?

Ms. HOLMES: Ten days after the
transcri pt?

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Let nme ask the
applicant. |Is two weeks accept abl e?

MR, CARROLL: Two weeks fronf

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : From t he
availability of the transcript.

MS. HOLMES: That's what they proposed.

MR, CARRCLL: That's fine but | think we
could also -- So we are tal king about five days,
whi ch is what the staff has proposed, versus two
weeks.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: |I'msorry, staff
is trying to accel erate?

M5. HOLMES: No. Staff is trying to
sl ow down.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Ckay. Because

you are --

MS. HOLMES: | am suggesting -- | don't
know how long it takes to get the transcript, is
part of ny concern. | amnot back in the office

until the 24th. And what | don't want is a due
date of the 26th, is what | amgetting to.

So one suggestion is to say three weeks
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after the transcripts are avail abl e because t hat
woul d clearly include that period of tine. O
sinply to pick a tinme certain, say Decenber 4 or
Decenber 5 or sonething along those |ines.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Appl i cant, do
you have a position on that?

MR, CARRCLL: | would like it to be
somewhat accelerated but I"'msorry, | didn't quite
catch the dates that Ms. Hol nes was out.

M5. HOLMES: | am either suggesting
pi cking a date certain or expanding from your
suggested two weeks after the transcript is
avai l able, until three weeks. Although, if |
don't, if we could get a better sense of when the

transcri pt would be avail able, for what we are

anticipating will be a relatively short hearing,
that would be very hel pful. Hearing Oficer
Celli, I don't know if that is sonething you can

provi de insight about.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: What date did
you have in mnd if you wanted a date certain?

Ms. HOLMES: | was suggesting the 4th of
Decenber.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : That's four

weeks out.
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MS. HOLMES: From the heari ng.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ri ght .

M5. HOLMES: But not from when the
transcript is --

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : True.

MR, CARROLL: Let nme suggest that we
work with that as a tentative date and then
revisit this at the Evidentiary Hearing. W nmay
not have nuch to tal k about in briefs.

M5. HOLMES: W may not, that's correct.
I amquite happy with the 4th as a default wth
the understanding that it will be revisited at the
heari ng.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : December 4. and
that is acceptable, M. Carroll?

MR, CARROLL: Yes.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

MS. HOLMES: And then the last itemthat
I had to suggest here was, although this was not
noticed as a workshop it was publicly noticed as
an opportunity for people to participate and
di scuss the issues that are still unresolved in
this case. | am wondering whether there is any
interest in having a discussion with or w thout

the Committee present on sone of the nore
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techni cal issues having to do with the conditions
of certification in hopes that we could resol ve
them prior to our filing of testinobny next Mbonday.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Well we have not
taken public comment yet and peopl e have call ed
in. W have several people on the phone.

MS. READ: Moni sha has cone back

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Ckay.

MS. READ: She is listening but wants to

speak at public coment.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : I don't see --
This is a noticed hearing. | don't see any
problemwith that. | think that you woul d be able
to proceed after we take public comment. Then the

Conmmittee would | eave and you coul d proceed on the
record.

M5. HOLMES: You are welcone to | eave or
not if you like.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Well thank you
very nuch.

I's there anything further regarding the
schedul e fromthe staff or applicant?

MR CARROLL: No.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Okay, great.

Then it is tinme to take public coment. And
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M. Bartsch, | don't know if we have any -- Is
t here anyone here in the audience fromthe public
who wanted to make any public comment?

Seei ng none, we have several people on
t he tel ephone. Moni sha Gangopadhyay. My
apol ogi es.

MS. GANGOPADHYAY: Moni sha Gangopadhyay.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Thank you.

MS. GANGOPADHYAY: | have no comrents a
this tine.

HEARI NG CFFI CER CELLI: Thank you very

much. Thank you for |istening.
M chell e Scott from Wrley Parson. |Is
she still there, Mchelle Scott?

VWhat we have is | have Mchelle Scott
fromWrley Parson is |istening. I have Ron Yasny
fromthe California Energy Comm ssion |istening
and | have Gregg Wieatl and who is listening. D d
any of these people care to nake a coment at this
time?

MS. READ: No, they are listen only.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI: Okay. Then with
that I will hand it back to Conmmi ssi oner Boyd who
wi || adjourn the hearing.

PRESI DI NG MEMBER BOYD: Well first |
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woul d encourage everyone to take Ms. Hol nes’
invitation to heart. Don't mind if | don't stay
to enjoy the festivities. But thank you all and |
| ook forward to your resolution of sone of these
i ssues.

I would say there is just no question
this Air Quality issue and the priority reserve in
the South Coast is an issue that is troubling the
Conmmi ssion quite a bit. It affects nultiple cases
and we are running into a brick wall, so to speak,
on a whol e host of cases.

So | encourage you to find alternate
solutions to that problemand | wi sh you well on
that. | know it is a very significant issue for
all of us.

Wth that | thank you all and | ook
forward to you reporting back to us that you have
resol ved al nost everything. Thank you.

HEARI NG OFFI CER CELLI : Thank you.

(Wher eupon at 10:10 a.m, the

Preheari ng Conference was

adj our ned.)
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